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Australian Military History Series


In 2004 the then Chief of Army Advisory Group, comprising the Army’s senior generals, established a scheme to promote the study and understanding of military history in the Army. From this decision the Campaigns Series was established, with its focus on Army’s future leaders.


The success of the Campaign Series identified the need to document and analyse other aspects of our military history that are not specifically a battle or campaign, or that approaches an aspect of that history from an alternative viewpoint. The Australian Military History Series was established for this purpose. As with the Campaign Series the Australian Military History Series will include extensive visual information including specifically prepared maps in colour and 3D, commissioned artwork, photographs and computer graphics.


The Australian Military History Series complements Army’s other history publications, which produce academically rigorous and referenced analytical works. The Australian Army History Unit sees this series growing into another significant contribution to the history of the Australian Army, one that will provide an excellent introduction to Australia’s Military History.


Roger Lee, Army Historian
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Rwanda: a land locked nation.
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Introduction:


Honourable Scars


In late 1994, as Rwanda in Central Africa was recovering from civil war and genocide, Australian troops were sent there as part of the United Nations Assistance Mission for Rwanda (UNAMIR). The operation was predominantly a medical one.


More than 300 Army, Navy and Air Force personnel from the Australian Defence Force (ADF) set forth on a journey to a place they knew very little about. Their task was to replace an earlier Australian contingent sent to provide security for an Australian Medical Support Force (AMSF) in aid of the United Nations’ peacekeeping mission there.


I was sent to Rwanda in my role as a sergeant of 4 Platoon Bravo Company, 2nd Battalion, the Royal Australian Regiment. We set off for Rwanda along with all the medical personnel and logistical support staff, arriving in February 1995 to oversee the beginnings of resettlement of hundreds of thousands of refugees who had fled in the face of civil war and one of the worst genocides since World War II.


Our role was to provide humanitarian aid and security for the return of the displaced persons to their homes. As infantry soldiers our tasks involved providing security to Australian Service Contingent Headquarters, the barracks area and the hospital where the Medical Support Force operated in Kigali, the Rwandan capital. We were also required to provide vehicle escorts, close personal protection for visiting dignitaries and road convoy protection to all tasks outside Kigali.


On 22 April 1995, the daily horror of random killings we had witnessed to that point exploded out of control. At the Kibeho Displaced Persons Camp, in full view of the Australian soldiers, more than 4000 unarmed men, women and children died in a hail of bullets, grenades and machete blades at the hands of the Rwandan Patriotic Army (RPA). The Australian peacekeepers, restricted by the United Nations’ Rules of Engagement governing the deployment, could only watch helplessly as the slaughter unfolded and try to assist the wounded under the gaze of the trigger-happy killers.


In the face of unimaginable horror, the Australian soldiers of the second contingent who saw the Kibeho savagery were brave, steadfast and courageous — determined to save as many lives as they possibly could with a limited mandate and inadequate equipment and stores. They achieved this while under fire and attempts by the Rwandan Patriotic Army (RPA) to goad them into taking offensive action. To their credit, the Australians remained cool, calm and collected under extremely difficult conditions.
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Helping the children at a Rwandan Orphanage. (Photo George Gitteos.)


The United Nations is committed to international issues ranging from equity and conflict resolution to the sustainable economic development of all nations. As a forum, it provides the world’s governments with an opportunity to negotiate long-term problems in an effort to avoid conflict. From the outset, however, issues involving domestic jurisdiction versus international competence were not considered the responsibility of the UN and this was to have tragic consequences for the people of Rwanda, starkly illustrated by the 1994 genocide and then the 1995 massacre at Kibeho. In Rwanda, we all witnessed the most extreme consequences of the UN’s principle of non-intervention. Rwanda will always be remembered for one word: ‘genocide’. Our hands were tied by the United Nations Rules of Engagement and we could not defend the Rwandans who were slaughtered.


This book describes how the United Nations operates, the lead-up to the 1994 genocide and Kibeho Massacre, the United Nations’ involvement in Rwanda and the peacekeeping mandates it applied, and the Australian Army’s deployment in Kigali. It includes the stories of Australian soldiers who witnessed the horror of Rwanda first-hand, providing an insight into how service personnel survive under extreme stress, prepared to risk their lives despite their fear. Readers will find the personal accounts of the Rwanda tour and Kibeho Massacre compelling, even confronting, reading.


By nature, most service personnel seldom discuss anything as personal as their actions in operations and tend to resent those who embellish the stories they do tell. For many this book is the first time soldiers have spoken so comprehensively, in such depth and at such length about Kibeho. Some have opened up about things they have never communicated to their families. Each personal account could be a book in itself.


This book aims to serve as a small part of the healing process for those veterans who said how good it was to talk about their experiences there. We are all obviously very proud of how we performed in Rwanda and believe it is very sad that people do not talk about the operation because it implies that we did something wrong, which we know is not true. Further, we know that although we were not injured in a battle, we were injured in a war. Kibeho was a part of a war and things like massacres sometimes happen in wars. So, the scars of the Australian contingent that went to Rwanda are honourable scars — and these scars will be with us forever.


Author’s note: The identified ranks of those who share their experience are the rank at the time of the operation. For security reasons some current and past members of the Special Air Service Regiment have been excluded.
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Corporal Brian Buskell surveys the crowd of displaced persons’ at Kibeho camp. (Photo Robyn Bird, Department of Defence MSU9507823.)




Chapter 1:


Curse of the Blue Helmets


Just over 60 years ago as World War II ended, 50 governments dissatisfied with the League of Nations’ inability to prevent World War I formed the United Nations with a mandate to facilitate co-operation, international security, economic development, social progress, human rights and world peace. Planned during World War II and formed in 1945, the UN assumed all of the League of Nations’ undischarged responsibilities in 1946.




FACTS - UN


The first peacekeeping mission occurred in 1948 when the UN sent in military observers to supervise the truce in the Arab-Israeli conflict. The first armed UN peacekeeping force was deployed in 1957 at the end of the Suez crisis.





The name ‘United Nations’, coined by then US President Franklin D. Roosevelt, was first used in the Declaration of the United Nations of 1 January 1942 when the governments of 26 nations pledged to continue fighting together against the Axis Powers. The first major step towards the formation of a permanent organisation was taken at the Dumbarton Oaks Conference in Washington, DC, where diplomats of the ‘Big Four’ (US, UK, Soviet Union and China) met between 21 August and 7 October 1944. Australia, which had played an important role in the drafting of the UN Charter, was one of the first countries to join on 1 November 1945.


The second meeting of the new international organisation was held in London in 1946 and four years later the UN faced its first major peacekeeping test when war broke out between North and South Korea. Under the aegis of the UN, nations allied with the US, including Australia, intervened on behalf of South Korea.


Australian soldiers who were garrisoned in Japan as part of the occupying force following the defeat of Japan were among the first deployed under the UN banner to a country few had ever heard of. They were the first of what was to become a long list of brave Australians to don the blue helmet of the UN.


The reputation of the Australian soldiers’ mettle, courage and determination to succeed, already established beyond doubt in World War I and II, was further enhanced in Korea. Australian infantrymen distinguished themselves in many Korean battles including Kapyong in 1951 and The Hook in Samichon Valley in 1953.


Since then, members of the Australian Defence Force (ADF) have served in United Nations’ peacekeeping operations in West New Guinea, India, Pakistan, Iran, Iraq, Egypt, Zimbabwe, Lebanon, the Sinai, Israel, Namibia, Western Sahara, the Gulf of Oman, Yugoslavia, Cambodia, Somalia, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Rwanda, East Timor, Bougainville, Afghanistan and the Solomon Islands.




FACTS - UN


After suspension of hostilities undertaken by a coalition of UN Member States to reverse Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait and restore peace and security in the region, the Security Council establishes UNIKOM in 1991 to monitor the demilitarized zone along the Iraq-Kuwait border, deter border violations, and report on any hostile action. Beginning in June 1999, new missions in Kosovo and East Timor and expanded missions in Sierra Leone and the Congo dramatically increased both the costs and personnel levels of UN peacekeeping operations.





As peacekeeping operations become more complex and new mandates more challenging in the quest for regional and global stability, the ADF has continued to evolve to meet the challenges. Australia has also acted as a good global citizen, offering humanitarian assistance to other nations in times of need. Operational service in the ADF, whether in non-warlike conditions or warlike conditions, is a confusing world. Working for the UN is even more complex than ordinary operational service, for the UN is a baffling and diverse organisation. It endeavours to achieve negotiated outcomes by consensus, reflecting the will of the majority of member nations. Its concerns range from climate control, humanitarian relief and finance to international justice, peace and security.




FACTS - UN


Peacekeepers could be called in when the major international powers tasked the UN with bringing closure to conflicts threatening regional stability and international peace and security, including a number of so-called ‘proxy wars’ waged by client states of the superpowers.





When it celebrated its 50th anniversary in 1995, many questions about the international body’s competence remained unresolved. The UN’s inability to define firm goals for military interventions, its lack of resolve when UN troops need support on the ground plus the absence of command and control procedures, means that life in the blue helmet remains confusing and dangerous.


******
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Aerial view of the city with the sports stadium on the right. The United Nations Assistance Mission for Rwanda (UNAMIR) headquarters building is the large five storey white building in the centrer left. (AWM P02211.028.)


Rwanda was a paradox. Australian forces found themselves legally stationed in a country where the UN was no longer on friendly terms with the government or military. In executing the aid mission in Rwanda, the UN mandate of non-intervention adopted peacetime Rules of Engagement that placed tighter constraints on the use of deadly force. These constraints prohibited the Australian forces from firing until they detected hostile intent from the RPA. We had orders to cooperate with the Rwandan authorities and not to shoot at them, even if right under our noses those authorities were killing innocent civilians. Our guidance came from the Orders for Opening Fire (OFOF) cards (pronounced OFFOFF). There was a red card for opposed deployment overseas and a yellow card for unopposed. We were on neither card.




FACTS - UN


At the time of its consideration of the Rwandan crisis, the Security Council had before it a report of the Commission of Inquiry into the attacks on UN personnel in Somalia, which advocated refraining from peace enforcement and engaging only in peacekeeping operations ‘where necessary… of the traditional type’ and ‘with increased emphasis in preventive diplomacy … ’





Put yourself for a moment in the position of a soldier suddenly confronted with an individual who appears to be threatening life. You can choose to shoot him immediately. Alternatively, you can deliver two verbal warnings, bring your weapon to the action condition (chamber a round), warn him verbally a third time, and then fire. The problem is that it gives him ample time to react. In that time he can kill you, he can kill others and he can influence others to massacre thousands. You have less than a second to make up your mind. It is not comforting when you consider that taking the first option and shooting him immediately could result in a verdict of murder if it is later found that he was not firing directly at you.




FACTS - OFOF


The mandate of UNAMIR II goes farther than the mandate of UNAMIR I, and it is perhaps on this basis that some mistake it for a Chapter VII mandate. In fact, the very notion of self-defence action taken against persons threatening something ‘other than oneself’ is incongruous. This phrase ‘other than oneself confuses two separate issues: Either authorisation is given to take action against persons threatening protected populations (Chapter VII), or action is only authorised in self-defence (Chapter VI). Dag Hammarskjold first defined legitimate defence as the protection of UN soldiers’ lives and their positions. In an exception in 1973, however, the Security Council enlarged the definition of legitimate defence to include all resistance to violent attempts to prevent the UN soldiers from accomplishing their mandate. In doing so, the Security Council intended to enhance the importance of peacekeeping forces, yet it made the application of legitimate defence more dangerous and difficult.
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Private Timms tries to get a sight picture on the sniper lurking around the top floor of the opposite building. (Photo George Gitteos.)


In Rwanda we were not even allowed to use minimum force to apprehend a suspect. We were bound by law. However, this law did not bind the RPA. None of us wanted to be a sitting target. Neither did we want to end up on a murder charge. We were determined to avoid acts of barbarity against us such as occurred in Somalia where the world saw US Marines (soldiers) dragged naked by their feet through the streets of Mogadishu. The UN Rules of Engagement did not help our cause and the constraints placed on us put us at undue risk. It seemed the UN was more concerned about avoiding an incident with the Rwandan authorities or the RPA than they were with safeguarding their own troops. We were sympathetic to the predicament of the displaced persons, and the natural response to being attacked — especially for an infantry soldier — was to fight back.




FACTS - OFOF


International staff, whom UNAMIR had a mandate to protect, complained about UNAMIR’s exceedingly passive attitude. Furthermore, ‘secure humanitarian areas’ were never established, nor was the prospect discussed. Doing so would have required specific designation, which would have been unacceptable to the Rwandan government, especially after the Opération Turquoise experience. Finally, regarding the resolution’s stipulation allowing UNAMIR to take action in self-defence against persons or groups which threatened protected sites and personnel, a UN spokesperson summed up UNAMIR practice thus: ‘peacekeeping troops did not defend the IDPs because they could use violence only to protect their lives or lives of other UN workers who may be in danger’. After all, UNAMIR could not afford to lose any more of its soldiers in Rwanda after the highly publicised deaths of the Belgian soldiers. One aid worker summed it up: ‘[UNAMIR] can’t blow its nose without asking the army first.’





In short, political imperatives dictated the passive posture Australian soldiers had to adopt in Rwanda. Australian soldiers were only too happy to hand situations over to the police. The downside of employing restraint was that the Rules of Engagement and non-operational constraints almost guaranteed that if a confrontation went wrong an Australian soldier would be the first casualty. After the deaths of all those displaced persons at Kibeho we realised we could not play by the rules if only one side was obeying them. Th roughout the second half of that tour, Australian soldiers upgraded their activities against the RPA, meeting action for action. Despite a series of close calls, neither side slipped over the line separating confrontation and actual hostilities.


For many soldiers in Rwanda the transition from being trained to kill legitimately to being denied that legitimacy was a difficult adjustment. Political and military considerations made it necessary, but few had been adequately trained or prepared for it. The reality is soldiers cannot switch their emotions on and off before or after battle. It is therefore hardly surprising that soldiers sent to protect a people or a place become confused when their hands are tied by the very organisation that sent them there?
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Depicts a number of soldiers squatting at the edge of a pit, used as a mass grave, during the genocide in Rwanda in 1994. (AWM ART90437)


The overall conduct of the Australian force throughout all phases of the Rwandan mission was remarkable for its restraint, flexibility and adaptability. Soldiers who had not expected such political–military operations, and were not adequately trained for them, learned quickly. The Australian soldiers who served in Rwanda were under extreme physical and emotional stress because they were prevented from reacting effectively to the political and military situations they faced. The Kibeho Massacre was a perfect example of the UN’s ineffectiveness. Soldiers were not allowed to use their weapons to help the people they were sent to protect. They were forced to watch as thousands died.




FACTS - OFOF


The Zambians and Australians pushed IDPs away allegedly because they were alone in the camp, and feared that allowing a few hundred IDPs to enter would have caused a stampede of tens of thousands. Nevertheless, had they welcomed IDPs into their compound during the incident, they could have at least provided themselves a justification for finally attempting to protect civilians by firing in ‘self-defence’. The RPA, in turn, took advantage of such a weak UN force by limiting its movement and not respecting its Status of Forces Agreement (SAFA). Following a number of small incidents, the RPA accused UNAMIR of gross misconduct.
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Village in Kigali area, 1994. (Photo Department of Defence MSU94005701.)


However, what we did do during those days at Kibeho was important and worthwhile. One of the greatest achievements of the operation in Rwanda, and especially at Kibeho, was the incalculable number of lives saved by the sheer presence of the Australian soldiers, particularly the infantry. The Australian deployment should be remembered as a success against all odds, but at the same time the shame of how little was done by the rest of the world weighs heavily on all those who witnessed the massacre.




FACTS - UN


‘Peacekeeping has also been found to be extremely stressful, and there are higher rates of mental problems, suicide, and substance abuse among former peacekeepers than the general population.
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4Platoon, Bravo Company, 2RAR, (4B2) Rwanda 1995.
Front: PTE J. Porter, PTE B. Collins, PTE J. Honeyman, PTE P. Fraser, PTE D. Smith, PTE P. Burke, PTE D. Caswell, PTE D. Crisp. Sitting: PTE S. Prangell. (Absent PTE S .Emmett)
Centre: PTE J.Saint, PTE A.Wornum, PTE W.Ochman, PTE A.Mustey, PTE A.Bengsen, PTE A. Munn.
Rear: PTE C.Davidson, PTE T.Daniels, PTE R.Denniss, CPL N.Clayton, CPL B.Buskell, CPL S.Green, LT S.Tilbrook, SGT K.M.O’Halloran, LCPL G.Snijders, LCPL M.Murphy, LCPL A.Miller, PTE W.Jones, PTE S.Leahy, PTE M.Jones. (Photo Robyn Bird.)




Chapter 2:


Rwanda’s Long History of Violence


The tension in Rwanda can be traced back more than 500 years to when the more assertive Tutsi people moved from Ethiopia to live and raise their cattle in new lands to the south. Although relatively few in number (a situation that remains today) the warlike, highly organised Tutsis, who had been exposed to Niletic and Coptic Ethiopian social and technological influences, were far more advanced than the more numerous Afro-centric Hutu in military know-how, and quickly established an ascendancy.




FACTS - Tutsi


The word ‘Tutsi’, which apparently first described the status of an individual—a person rich in cattle – became the term that referred to the elite group as a whole and the word ‘Hutu’ – meaning originally a subordinate or follower of a more powerful person – came to refer to the mass of the ordinary people. Cattle are a symbol of power and wealth, and have enabled the Tutsi to dominate the agricultural Hutu.





The Tutsis dominated the Hutus, a Bantu race of small-time farmers who had lived in the area since around the 10th century, developing a system of feudal overlordship based on wealth. Tutsi power became absolute. The Hutu were relegated to the status of subservient peasants from whom ‘rent’ was extracted in the form of forced labour. By the middle of the 19th century Rwanda was governed by a series of supreme Tutsi rulers known as mwamis (meaning ‘king’) with despotic powers. Their supremacy was endorsed by the first colonial power, Germany, when it claimed control in 1884. When the Belgian colonists took over in the 1920s, as the Treaty of Versailles stripped Germany of its colonial empire, they saw the two groups as distinct entities. Subsequent rulers, both colonial and local, were unable to overcome the historical hatreds, leading to continued bloodshed that culminated in the 1994 genocide and the 1995 Kibeho Massacre.




FACTS - Tutsi


The identification of Tutsi pastoralists as power-holders and of Hutu cultivators as subjects was becoming general when Europeans first arrived in Rwanda at the end of the nineteenth century, but it was not yet completely fixed throughout the country. Unclear whether these were races, tribes, or language groups, the Europeans were nonetheless certain that the Tutsi were superior to the Hutu and the Hutu superior to the Twa – just as they knew themselves to be superior to all three.
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Women waiting for medical care at displaced person camp near Kigali. (Photo Geoff Fox, Department of Defence MSU9400704.)


A HISTORY OF CONFLICT


1897: Rwanda, Burundi and Tanzania become German East Africa following the division of Africa between the colonial powers.


1924: After Germany loses its empire in World War I Rwanda and Burundi become a trusteeship administered by Belgium, which accepts the existing class system, featuring a minority Tutsi upper class and lower classes of Hutu and Tutsi commoners. The living conditions of the Hutus, already low, continue to decline.


1946: United Nations establishes the Trusteeship of Rwanda under Belgian rule. Internal tensions remain.


1959: Peasant Hutus revolt, overthrowing the Tutsi leadership ruling under Belgian administration. Thousands of Tutsis massacred.




FACTS - Tutsi


The Tutsi rebels made their major decisions in a highly institutionalised manner, which included extensive debate and, when there was no consensus, subsequent voting by the RPF membership. The first Tutsi refugees left Rwanda in 1959 for neighbouring Burundi, Tanzania, Uganda, and Zaire. Starting in 1961, some of these Tutsi refugees calling themselves inyenzi (or ‘cockroaches’, to signify their persistence) attempted to return to power in Rwanda – and to reinstall the Tutsi mwami, or king – by launching attacks from bases in Uganda and Burundi. Rwanda’s hard-line Hutu nationalist government retaliated by escalating oppression of, and attacks against, Tutsi within the country.





1960: Rioting breaks out and around 22,000 Tutsis flee the country as a provisional Hutu government is established.


1962: Rwanda becomes independent with Hutu Gregoire Kayibanda its first president.


1963: Tutsi rebels invade, but while they fail to overthrow the Hutu government, the invasion sets the pattern of future attempts to gain government by force.




FACTS - Tutsi


The most successful of the inyenzi attacks occurred in l963 – when Tutsi from Burundi came within ten miles of the Rwandan capital, Kigali – but this also triggered the most intense outburst of reprisal killing against Tutsi in Rwanda. Ultimately, the government’s tactics, though horrific, proved effective in reducing the incidence of inyenzi attacks, which ended in 1967. Overall, from 1959 to 1967, some 20,000 Tutsi were killed and another 200,000 Tutsi – half their population in Rwanda at the time – were driven from the country as refugees. As a result, the Tutsi percentage of Rwanda’s population dropped from 17 to 9 per cent.





1970: Resurgence of anti-Tutsi sentiment leads to disturbances in various parts of the country.


1973: Tribal tensions lead to a military coup led by Hutu Minister of Defence General Juvénal Habyarimana who establishes himself as a civilian president with a new ruling party, The National Revolutionary Movement for Development. Many Tutsis killed.




FACTS - Hutu


After the inyenzi invasions, the remaining Tutsi population of Rwanda was spared any major outburst of violence for over two decades. There was one minor occurrence in 1973, an attempt by the failing regime of Rwanda’s first President to win popular Hutu support by scapegoating the Tutsi. But this was quickly truncated by the overthrow of the regime in July 1973 by a Hutu army officer from north-western Rwanda, Juvénal Habyarimana.





1978: The Rwandan Patriotic Front (RPF) is founded in Uganda by Tutsi exiles who helped current Ugandan President Yoweri Museveni seize power there.


1982: Despite the emergence of rival political parties, government reshuffles and at least one attempted coup, Habyarimana clings to power, reinforcing his position by bringing members of his own northern-based Hutu elite into government. Internal Hutu rivalries begin to replace Hutu–Tutsi strife as the focus of political discontent. Externally, cross border problems develop with Uganda where some 45,000 Rwandan refugees (who fled from earlier tribal fighting) attempt to return home to escape Ugandan persecution. Deteriorating economic conditions also conspire to jeopardise the survival of Habyarimana’s regime.




FACTS - Hutu


After Habyarimana seized power, Hutu from his north-western region came to dominate Rwanda, creating resentment from both Tutsi and other Hutu. The Tutsi also were subjected to quotas for education and other government benefits, in proportion to their percentage of the population, as part of an affirmative action program on behalf of the historically deprived Hutu. Moreover, Habyarimana blocked the return of Tutsi refugees, whom he apparently viewed as a potential threat to his power. However, in the absence of any further attempted invasions by Tutsi refugees, the Tutsi in Rwanda were spared any organised violence for 17 years.





1990: The seeds of the 1994 crisis begin to germinate with the Tutsi Rwandan Patriotic Front (RPF) — whose leaders now have extensive military experience — launching an attack from Uganda in October with several thousand fighters. Belgian and French troops are deployed to Rwanda to protect foreign nationals and secure evacuation routes. While its first attack fails, the RPF launches further attacks from January 1991 onwards.


1991: Small contingents of French, Belgian and Zairian forces arrive to bolster Habyarimana, who is forced to introduce political reforms and liberalisation. Opposition political parties recognised (15 of them by June 1992); the press is granted greater freedom, a coalition government appointed and constitutional changes implemented. Under the latter, military involvement in the political process is prohibited and Habyarimana relinquishes his military ties and remains in office.


1992: Committee for the Defence of the Republic (CDR), a Hutu supremacist party opposing ethnic power sharing, is formed.


1993: After more violence and unsuccessful attempts to end the fighting, a ceasefire is agreed, with the government and RPF signing the Arusha Accord in August ending civil war and granting substantial power to the RPF and other internal opposition parties. On 5 October the UN Security Council resolves to establish a UN Assistance Mission for Rwanda (UNAMIR) to monitor the ceasefire during the government transitional process. Some 2200 UN troops are deployed from UN-affiliated countries including Belgium, France, Canada and Bangladesh.




FACTS - Hutu


Distrust of UNAMIR was the one thing which Hutu power and those it wanted dead shared as deeply as their distrust of one another. On 3 October 1993, five weeks before UNAMIR arrived in Kigali, eighteen American Rangers serving alongside the UN force in Somalia were killed, and television images of their bodies being dragged through the streets of Mogadishu were beamed around the world. UNAMIR had a much more limited mandate than the Somalian mission: it was prohibited from using force except in self-defence, and even for that it was poorly equipped.





1994: The key organisations and people involved on each side, as well as their allies, during the period 1994 to 1995 are as follows:





	Tutsi

	Hutu




	Paul Kagame (Current President of Rwanda)

	Juvénal Habyarimana (President of Rwanda 1973–1994)




	Rwandan Patriotic Front (RPF)

	Committee for the Defence of Rwanda (CDR)




	Rwandan Patriotic Army (RPA)

	Rwandan Government Force (RGF)




	

	Parliamentary Forces




	

	Interahamwe




	

	Presidential Guard






As Habyarimana stalls on implementing the power-sharing set down by the Arusha Accord, his grip on power wanes, setting the stage for the explosion of the Rwanda genocide. At the beginning of 1994, Rwandan Government Forces (RGF) and paramilitary forces number some 39,000. Essentially a lightly equipped infantry force, it is poorly trained and deployed mainly north of Kigali. There is little cohesion between and within the sectors of defence, a factor that makes infiltration by RPF forces a relatively easy operation. The RPF has no more than 15,000 lightly equipped combat troops and only a few thousand support personnel. As part of the Arusha Accord, a battalion of RPF forces is based in Kigali.




FACTS - Arusha Accord


Concluded on 4 August 1993 between the Habyarimana Government and the RPF (Rwandese Patriotic Front, the anti- Habyarimana ‘rebel’ force), the Agreement intended to promote power sharing: calling for a democratically elected government and providing for the establishment of a broad-based transitional government until the elections, in addition to the repatriation of refugees and the integration of the two sides’ armed forces. The two parties called for a neutral international force to help implement the agreement. The 1993 Arusha Accord, signed by both the RPF and the former government headed by then President Juvénal Habyarimana, was intended to promote power sharing, ensure integration of the rebel and government armies, ease ethnic tensions, and lead to democratic elections.





6 April 1994: Habyarimana and recently appointed President of Burundi Cyprian Ntaryamira are killed when their plane is shot down while landing at Kigali. Those responsible are not clearly identified, but suspicion falls on members of the hard-line Hutu Presidential Guard opposed to offers of concessions to the RPF. Fighting breaks out once again in Kigali with the Presidential Guard attacking the RPF battalion based in the city. RPF forces, led by Major General Paul Kagame, which had stopped their advance under the Arusha Accord, reopen the 1993 offensive and move rapidly southward encountering only sporadic opposition from a disorganised RGF.




FACTS - Arusha Accord


Under the Arusha accords they agreed to a cessation of hostilities, the repatriation of refugees and the installation of what was called a Broad Based Transitional Government (BBTG), in which Habyarimana agreed to share power with the Hutu moderate opposition and the Tutsi-led RPF. Under the Arusha accords, this battalion was to protect the Tutsi political leaders who were to be part of the Broad Based Transitional Government. Observers of the Arusha negotiations have stated that the two sides represented at Arusha were not balanced: the RPF came as a consolidated block with a common position on each issue, while the Government side was divided and riven with internal conflict.
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Child amputee awaiting treatment by Australian medical staff, Kigali. (Photo George Gitteos.)





 




Bio - Paul Kagame
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Paul Kagame was sworn in as President of the Republic of Rwanda for a seven-year term on 12 September 2003 following the country’s first ever democratically contested multi-party elections held in August 2003.


Kagame was born in October 1957 in Rwanda’s Southern Province. His family fled pre-independence ethnic persecution and violence in 1960, crossing into Uganda where Kagame spent thirty years as a refugee.


Determined to resist oppressive regimes, as a young man, he joined current Ugandan president Yoweri Museveni and his group of guerrilla fighters to launch a war to free Uganda from dictatorship. Under the new government, he served as a senior military officer.


In 1990, he returned to Rwanda to lead the Rwandan Patriotic Front’s (RPF) four-year struggle to liberate the country from the autocratic and divisive order established since independence.


Led by Kagame, the Rwanda Patriotic Army defeated the genocidal government in July 1994 and the RPF subsequently set Rwanda on its current course towards reconciliation, nation building and socio-economic development.


He was appointed Vice-President and Minister for Defence in the Government of National Unity on 19 July 1994, and four years later was elected Chairman of the RPF, a partner in the Government of National Unity.


On 22 April 2000 Paul Kagame took the Oath of Office as President of the Republic of Rwanda after being elected by the Transitional National Assembly.


source http://www.paulkagame.com/biography.php








 




Bio - Juvénal HaByarimana
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Juvénal Habyarimana (8 March 1937 – 6 April 1994) was president of Rwanda from 1973 until his death in 1994. While serving as defence minister, he overthrew his cousin Grégoire Kayibanda on 5 July 1973. During his 20-year dictatorship he favoured his own ethnic group, the Hutus, and supported the Hutu majority in neighbouring Burundi against the Tutsi government. In the early 1990s a rebellion against the Rwandan government began when rebels from the Rwandan Patriotic Front, a mostly Tutsi group, crossed the border from Uganda.


By the late 1980s, the Rwandan government, led by President Habyarimana and his wife Madame Agathe, Habyarimana’s influential family was increasingly totalitarian--in control of the media, most jobs, the country’s one political party and much more. The President and his wife often turned out to be cheered at these spectacles, while in private the members of the Interahamwe were organised into small neighbourhood bands, drew up lists of Tutsis, and went on retreats to practice burning houses, tossing grenades, and hacking dummies up with machetes.
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